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Status of the Application 

The above-referenced application has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Zendle et al. (6,628,237) in view of Pedersen (2003/0125089). 
One claim is pending, rejected as stated immediately above. 
Remarks 

In order to sustain an obviousness rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), each of the 
references cited must constitute prior art over the instant application. 

Zendle, relied on first by the examiner in this rejection issued September 30, 2003, 
28 days after the instant application was filed. Therefore, it cannot be considered prior art in a 35 
U.S.C. 1 03(a) rejection. As a search of the PAIR system in the United States Patent and Trademark 
office yields no record of the Zendle application having been published, the actual prior art reference 
date at operation here would be the issue date aspointed out above. Consequently, it is inappropriate 
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